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2. Class A expansion # 28 (Structural Alteration)
-Mark Maki reviewed the requirements for Class a expansion as per Section 604.
-Carol Hicks questioned if the dwellings would meet proper setbacks. Answer, yes.

-Mike Summers questioned the taminology of "expansion” vrs. "alteration”, was this truly
an expansion of an existing structure? The discussion that followed concluded that there wa
no expanded square footage nor expanded living area to the dwelling but the structural
alteration (new pitched roof) was an expansion of the buildings volume or mass.

-A motion was made by Mile Summers and seconded by Sam Oslund that application #28
by Dennis DeVooght for Class A non-conforming use ostructural expansion, as required
under Section 604 be granted with the understanding that this is not to be construed as an
extension, expansion, or enlargement of use, based upon the application meeting the
standards that are:
{1) That continuance thereof would not be contrary to the public health, safety, or
welfare, or to the spirit
of this ordinance; and,
(2) That the use or structure does not and is not likely to significantly depress the
value of nearby properties; and,
(3) That the use or structure was lawful at the time of its inception; and,
(4) That no useful purpose would be served by strict application of the provisions
or requirements of this Zonmg Ordinance, orny amendment thereto, with which tk
lawful nonconforming use or structure does not conform.
This motion is based on findings that it meets the requirements 1-4 of Section 604.
-Motion passed: Aye 5, Nay 0.

VI. PUBLIC COMMENT: NONE
VII. ADJOURNMENT AT 8:00 p.m.
Respectfully submitted:
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Carol Hicks, Secretary
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